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“OPEN COVENANTS OPENLY ARRIVED AT” 





66 ‘+ Government of the United 

States feels that no useful purpose 
would be served by accepting as a basis 
of discussion the Franco-British pro- 
posal.” Thus Secretary Kellogg firmly 
but courteously administered what is re- 
garded abroad as the coup de grace to the 
Anglo-French Naval Accord. The Ameri- 
can note is a model state paper. In no 
way vindictive or acrimonious in tone, it 
reiterates the United States’ stand in re- 
gard to the basis of limitation of naval 
armaments and leaves the door wide open 
to our future cooperation in disarmament 
discussions. Furthermore, Secretary Kel- 
logg has dealt a well-deserved blow to the 
antiquated methods of secret diplomacy. 


The Anglo-French Naval Agreement 
was drawn up ostensibly to serve as a 
basis for discussion at the League Pre- 
paratory Disarmament Commission which 
has been deadlocked for some time. The 
chief points at issue in the Commission, 
exclusive of naval problems, have been the 
question of the inclusion of “trained re- 
serves” in computing the land forces of 
a country to be limited, and the distinc- 
tion between military and civil aircraft. 
In dealing with naval limitation, the 
Commission has been faced with the same 
problems which wrecked the Three Power 
Naval Conference in Geneva last year: 
the British insistence upon limitation of 
large (10,000 ton) cruisers while refus- 
ing to limit smaller cruisers to a point 
regarded by the United States as real 
limitation. Furthermore, France has con- 
sistently taken the stand that naval limit- 
ation must be effected by global tonnage 
—i. e., that each country should be al- 
lowed to build whatever type of ship it 


desires within a total fixed tonnage. This 
would have made possible unlimited con- 
struction of submarines by France, within 
the total global tonnage. Great Britain 
and the United States have as consistently 
argued for naval limitation by categories 
of ships. 


As far as France and Great Britain are 
concerned, these differences in regard to 
naval limitation at least, were settled by 
the terms of the accord.* As a great 
naval power, as well as a member of the 
Preparatory Commission, the opinion of 
the United States on the accord was, how- 
ever, of the utmost importance and in 
Secretary Kellogg’s note of September 28, 
this is fully set forth. The most im- 
portant points may be summarized as fol- 
lows: 


(1) The Franco-British proposal applies 
only to the limitation of cruisers “of or below 
10,000 tons, armed with guns of more than 
six-inch and up to eight-inch calibre, and sub- 
marines of over 600 tons.” Thus it is pro- 
posed to impose restrictions only on those 
types of vessels “peculiarly suited to the needs 
of the United States.” Furthermore, such 
restrictions “would add enormously to the 
comparative offensive power of a nation pos- 
sessing a large merchant tonnage on which 
preparation may be made in times of peace 
for mounting six-inch guns.” 


(2) These proposais are incompatible with 
the American position at the Geneva Three- 
Power Conference and “even more unaccept- 
able than the proposal put forward by the 
British Delegation at that Conference not only 
because it puts the United States at a decided 
disadvantage but also because it discards alto- 
gether the principle of limitation as applied 
to important combatant types of vessels.” 

(3) In regard to submarines, the “Ameri- 
can Government cannot accept as a distinct 
class of submarines those of over 600 tons,” 
leaving all others unlimited. “The United 
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States would gladly, in conjunction with all 
the nations of the world, abolish the submarine 
altogether.” If this is impossible, Washing- 
ton believes that submarines “should be limited 
to a reasonable tonnage or number.” 

(4) “The Government of the United States 
remains willing to use its best efforts to ob- 
tain a basis of further naval limitation satis- 
factory to all the naval powers.” Further- 
more, it is willing to take into consideration 
the “special needs of France, Italy or any 
other naval power for the particular class of 
vessels deemed by them most suitable for their 
defense. . . . It expects on the part of others, 
however, similar consideration for its own 
needs.” 

The American note is silent in regard 
to the quid pro quo which France has 
without a doubt received from Britain— 
that is, withdrawal of British opposition 
to the French position on land arma- 
ment. In all the Geneva discussions the 
French have consistently maintained that 
“trained reserves” should not be limited. 
Except for the states disarmed by the 
peace treaties, the continental countries 
have supported the French position in 
opposition to the views put forward by 
Great Britain and the United States. The 
reported volte face of Great Britain in 
return for French support of unlimited 
small cruisers for Great Britain would, it 
is felt by liberal British opinion, be a 
grave blow to the cause of land disarma- 
ment. 


While the American note has to a cer- 
tain extent cleared the air, and it is hoped, 
effectually extinguished the Franco-Brit- 
ish agreement, the disarmament situation 
in Geneva looks dark. The Ninth Assem- 
bly, after a protracted debate, left to M. 
Louden, the President of the Preparatory 
Commission, the task of convening the 
next session of the Commission, “some- 
time early in 1929.” 


In the meantime, Germany is becoming 
restive at the failure of the powers to 
live up to their disarmament obligations 
under the peace treaty. Count Bernstorff’s 
speech on the next to the last day of the 
Assembly pointedly stressing the com- 
plete disarmament of Germany and the 
lack of agreement upon a program of 
universal disarmament at Geneva is sig- 
nificant of this fact. 

M.S. W. 


The Mexican Election 


HE election on September 25 of 
Emilio Portes Gil as _ Provisional 
President of Mexico may mark an im- 
portant turning point in Mexican politics. 
At the time of the assassination of 
President-elect Obregon predictions were 
made that Mexico would again be plunged 
into a series of revolutionary disturbances 
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and that President Calles himself would 
attempt to retain the power. In his 
speech at the opening of the 33rd Con- 
gress of Mexico on September 1, however, 
President Calles definitely renounced all 
aspiration to the presidency at this or any 
future time. His main contention was 
that Mexico had finally arrived at a point 
where a transition could be made from a 
one-man rule to a more permanent and 
stable rule of institutions and laws. 

The Obregonista party which is the 
majority group in both Houses, set about 
selecting someone who would carry out 
as closely as possible General Obregon’s 
program; and when Sr. Portes Gil was 
elected, the military group hastened to 
pledge their support. 

A second important measure taken by 
Congress at the same meeting was the 
calling of an extraordinary presidential 
election to be held on the third Sunday 
in November, 1929. At this time a new 
president will be elected to hold office 
until November, 1934, the end of the regu- 
lar six-year term. 


A. S. W. 
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